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Dear Fred am Marlynn: - '’ u "“ ' ^ ■ 

Jun ? 1Sth -krttar only yesterday. Aa I think that I indicated In mr last tab letted t 
/fal 1 * *** to spread things quoted in ?rry letters from people’s mrraspoix^cs « 

iioj?o,x.v* or* thirds i tel. 1 . vcn. ir. +•>!»> « +■/■«'** ?a+v,-. _•< a_’: _■■>>' i. 




£■ - 3 * w=,v ' 4a , uw wua'c jasaningxiLiness ox xne vnxz&t 

I*® 5 **“* 1 kncw cf . tha ***» incident, you Sand did OK, but even given thd^as 




tions.) 

1 ^ while l do n °i feel ■*»* ho should be withholding the film, and as you know have spent 
it me money, 31x5 f" 0 * 3 -® trying to get him to change his mind, I feel that it is unfair' to g^iy 

that n^ s p'.irpose is to cop a free copy and sMfishly keep it for himself.” First of all/Rkv 




n+jU-- * — 7 WMO. wr* » * e. j.uuo j.y ai.XU.CTCi op cLiJISX 

ot agsnt, as ^.-id Harold, feeling that certain motivations and a sertain set of values ccwld’biv. 

te ® pt the d ° aP ..^ en ^ or ’ the charge that he was doing What he hid 

:Oi 




wv.'-.*. «k» 4 - a! ~ a 1 1 •*• to raise a mare :u®artaat 

What does fey say new? Does he Knew that you have distributed mart/ conies of the f® 

t; *!' f J* 30 ?? ?T? that da5Ea S e wkich could be done has already been dene, aadfhi 

xo no reason that ha should keep the film. - 7 a 1 

it v fcoils i3 Lillian for' seme reason decided “that Harold 

stealing her work without giving credit, although of course, it is only s theca 
•M,:»t is Jie justification for suddenly Welding such a Idling, and if : she really felt it; whv die 
•vt - tix.ngs -O * .arold indi c<fctir»% that she felt he was jgrg<rt 9 etc. Why nvsk©' up theories r$x 
"t* stealing your work, when there is a simpler explanation; that the other parson indepander 
- v.. iiarold > bv the ‘•J'ay 9 fttsn accuses others of having stolen things firm- his work/ 
‘•" in< r?.,'.' !fi lf! ’oet, taut other times he is only theorizing, although with a bi- more evident* 

1 ■ ; ^ • In ar;y event ’ ^ , ' T! glad that ye:: clariff -'d Lillian’s fc; -■ rhs meat i 

new net. ro b..Avv : bee. wh< 3 t l 5 . 1 ■ ■ •? *.ri Csssunin^ ' x *■ th 3 ' 



cvt Decirs 



• v :np.- A - 



i lei.;." 

/>-.re with 



- L^to otliBi things . M 

,v 37 agreed that Harold did poorly. This .rj.r iseu us., Frrolo. 

13 ,f Iy ibelrr', Liebelar too. Harold f- capahl 2 of doing ’ebeler 'if, "bit 
- v* . n~.? A ;-^ay d*n'-ough iztte: show Lixl eler had clearly ca. •• 

/'■' • ^ an extXBmsly nervous state* Lahr W - ^ ^ I • . 

■ '■ ■ ■ whi A* r • iXejbelev - c *ti. Lr— cl niir;. /*, ^ . ly* , ‘it' • 



:•/ !* 5 f.2xr\ jw r 
was wry l.ad • ci 
V- " 1 "■ "X? h-“; • ! be* ' • '* *■ 



r/iorivdaD ejx: 




did), etc. Theses was sons sound logic behind this: Liebeler is not a fool,. and is a bright 1; 
yer truing to protect himself for history rocks. Be would have ho believe Dave a pretty close” 
Ira aid berate giving away info which might hurt him. It is always good -to approach these teopl 



Otf> r5T 



tfdng you xnentioned* 

On Dave as an underdog, .you hit my softi spot too. I have defended Dave more than I care to ac 
to all of my closest friends among the critics, despite the fact that I knew it could result ir 
rny judgment being ^suesticned (far sane good reason, I think) . I did this before I had contact 
Dave through playing .a Devil's advocate to anyone who wanted anyone, frozen out, or. who'- was doir 
anything which would cause gaps in the critic ocomunit*/. After having seen cxatuspcr dance file 
having corresponded with him, and spoken on the phone , I can fully understand why virtually eve 
ine i have .net in the critic community (from old critics to first’ year buffs) thinks he Is' a bi 
nutty can generally bad business.. He can drive you crazy at times, arid tends to. arouse arssiaty 
is totally unnecessary. I do tot feel that the facts, and all I know of the fake grassy- 
Knolx theory, support your theory that Dave has used that to bide What hm rvaTH • h*s. An.* 



:& grassy- 



or the critics . . Some people advise not to have dealings with Dave because he can eirhaust. you w 
arguments ^and wild stuff, all of which has little relevance. That too. I have. seen first hand. 



'mounts of work done by other critics, particularly in 
>* the rest ox ur. has suffered by nor having things ho 



area, or 



in . the work 
lave trios t 



dr using others to elicit info which he could not get fr 
death about Waisberg getting his utuff but then gees to 



nudee up rot* the latter by purping people who may have info, pump in? coop I Welsfot-rg's wo 

or ucmg others to elicit info which he could not get frerr. the ar.tg' nil :zo>jxk-.-> . soared f 

death about waisoerg getting his a tuff but then goes to great lunyrus to -,ry to -;xatp Harold for 
his. And then he .has the nerve to project his attempts to get info onto people like me. That 
■perhaps is the rial irony of the . situation : that '/hat Dave violently accuses other people of 

-- jj- - - -"- f * almost universally said to do or knewn for. And then he says that my sthics ore 
con r used and calls mG^irareture, etc. Life can be a lot simpler, being a critic can tie a lot 
rrpl.... , and henosty is tne bast policy with other critics, witnesses (1 have never i-nisrepre-so r ' 
myself) , and even the opposition. . . * 



/OoiJJiiTij '1. £ wou-id Kcxp 2 .+ X kp.sw wjrjrXt you Wcurt<?.<j * liow y caxr? xnirsr's s -fc xn cl<s x - p ':j ipp£Ct ? 
v-a what you have on him. He interests me and X have info on him, but it is not filed in*a nan 
u.. i ham (in most cases) , erd mast of it is still unfiled (it is part of a several hundred 
- dCk - -’-xhiva-s 'A'-' 1 - - the pa-.,t year) . F* irther cm , I Imv -.o-v- <-.n soe things for 

■jh' ' / y ' : ■ ' ! --vi than ‘ i -. ’il-e ttefy of goebd'oia 



»ny traena 



.."■iS . : k.T'I 





